No.  1,  Greek  Street,  Soho, 
September  19th,  1849. 


To  the  Metropolitan  Commissioners  of  Sewers ,  Sfc.  Sfc. 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

I  address  you  in  the  fullest  confidence,  that  any  officer,  however 
humble  his  position  in  this  Honorable  Commission,  will  receive  justice  at  your 
hands,  when,  in  obedience  to  the  order  of  Court,  he  has  faithfully  and  honourably 
discharged  the  duty  which  your  order  imposed  upon  him. 

For,  in  honourable  conduct,  in  the  integrity  of  purpose,  and  in  the  soundness  of 
the  professional  views  on  which  I  based  my  Report  on  the  Sewerage  of  the  New 
Street  in  Westminster,  I  am  convinced  that  my  foundation  is  on  a  rock. 

My  conduct,  integrity,  and  the  soundness  of  my  professional  recommendations, 
have  been  attacked  in  open  Court  by  Mr.  Austin,  your  Consulting  Engineer. 

My  conduct  and  integrity  are  in  your  hands  ;  my  professional  reputation  I  desire 
to  put  in  issue  with  Mr.  Austin's  attack  upon  it ;  either  I  am  incompetent  for  the 
office  of  your  Assistant  Surveyor,  or  Mr.  Austin  is  incompetent  to  the  duties  of  the 
Consulting  Engineer  to  the  Metropolitan  Commission  of  Sewers ;  and,  as  he  has 
raised  this  important  issue,  I  do  not  shrink  from  the  inquiry,  nor  do  I  intend  to 
degrade  myself,  or  waste  the  time  of  the  Court  in  personal  altercation. 

Nearly  twenty  months  ago,  on  the  9th  of  February,  1848,  Mr.  Austin,  youi 
Consulting  Engineer,  reported  on  the  drainage  of  Westminster,  including  the 
subject  of  the  Memorial  of  the  Westminster  Improvement  Commission. 

I  refer  the  Court  to  that  document  propounding  the  sumpt  scheme  :  nothing 
has  been  done  on  that  report. 

The  next  document  I  refer  to,  is  the  “  Report  of  Mr.  Austin,  the  Consulting 
Engineer,  upon  application  of  the  Westminster  Improvement  Commissioneis,  foi 
improved  drainage  of  the  City  of  Westminster.”  This  report  is  dated  nearly  six 
months  ago,  31st  March,  1849.  He  states  that  certain  “  information  may  very  safely 

be  granted  to  the  Westminster  Improvement  Commissioners;  and  as  it  would 
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apparently  be  a  great  advantage  to  them  to  possess  it  without  delay,  I  would 
recommend  that  this  should  be  at  once  done.” 

Mr.  Austin’s  information  thus  afforded,  was,  “  that  both  plans,”  (his  own  and 
the  Chief  Surveyor’s),  “  for  the  improvement  of  the  drainage  of  this  locality,  have 
been  examined,  and  it  is  found  that  the  depth  of  drainage,  at  the  eastern  end 
of  the  line  at  Broad  Sanctuary,  may  be  eighteen  feet  below  the  surface,  and  at 
the  western  end  at  Shaftesbury-terrace,  the  depth  may  be  fifteen  feet  below  the 
surface.” 

The  Westminster  Improvement  Commissioners  did  not  act  upon  Mr.  Austin’s 
report ;  they  could  not :  it  was  impossible  !  The  whole  line  of  sewer  would  have 
been  an  “  elongated  cesspool,”  3,000  feet  in  length. 

There  was  no  outfall  sewer  in  the  district,  but  was  at  the  least  six  feet  above  it. 

The  subsoil  below  the  existing  sewer  is  full  of  water,  and  from  this  subsoil  water 
not  having  an  outlet,  the  foundations  of  the  houses  on  the  property  of  the  West¬ 
minster  Improvement  Commission,  would  have  been  under  water,  and  the  basements 
flooded  several  feet  deep  during  rain. 

The  order  of  Court  on  the  30th  of  August  last,  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Bullar 
and  Mr.  Hawes,  imposed  on  me  the  duty  of  “  communicating  with  the  Westminster 
Improvement  Commissioners  as  to  the  sewerage  of  the  new  street,  and  to  report 
thereon  to  the  next  Works  Committee.” 

And  finding  from  Mr.  Austin’s  Report  of  the  31st  of  March  last,  that  the  depths 
then  given  to  the  Westminster  Improvement  Commissioners  neither  interfered  with 
his  plan,  nor  with  Mr.  Phillips’s,  (as  I  told  the  Court  when  my  report  was  presented), 
I  adopted  those  depths  within  two  or  three  inches,  but  while  I  did  so,  I  obviated  the 
important  engineering  oversight  of  your  Consulting  Engineer  by  so  arranging  the  plan 
of  the  sewer  I  proposed  to  the  Court,  that  the  basements  of  all  the  houses  would,  by  it, 
be  thoroughly  drained ;  and,  by  constructing  a  new  outfall  into  the  Thames,  six  feet 
lower  than  any  existing  sewer,  not  only  immediately  relieved  the  Westminster 
Improvement  Commissioners,  but  supplied  means  of  relief  to  the  whole  flat  district 
of  Westminster,  and  for  an  important  improvement  of  a  very  suffering  portion  of 
the  Belgrave-square  District,  the  necessary  junctions  being  provided  for  in  the 
specifications. 

This  plan  was  sanctioned  by  order  of  Court,  approved  of  and  adopted  by 
the  Westminster  Improvement  Commissioners,  who  immediately  paid  into  Court 
£3,375,  their  share  of  the  expenses. 


SECTION  QF  INTENDED  BASEMENTS  IN  VICTORIA  STREET, 
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You,  my  Lords  and  Gentlemen,  are  aware  that  the  whole  proceedings  have,  by 
a  subsequent  order  of  Court,  been  rescinded,  partly  from  informality,  but  chiefly 
from  strong  adverse  statements  to  my  plan  made  by  Mr.  Austin,  your  Consulting’ 
Engineer.  These  assertions,  however  condemnatory,  being  unsupported  by  any 
attempt  at  argument,  of  course  prove  nothing. 

/ 

For  the  reasons  before  stated,  I  decline  going  into  personal  altercation  with  the 
Consulting  Engineer  as  to  his  report  made  to  you,  without  any  order  of  Court, 
dated  13th  September  instant,  and  shall  therefore  confine  myself  entirely  to  the 
consideration  of  his  engineering  views,  as  propounded  in  his  report. 

1st.  “  As  to  the  drainage  of  the  subsoil,”  he  states  that  “the  existing  sewers 
would  be  available  for  that  purpose.” 

2ndly.  “To  convey  the  water  into  the  existing  sewers,”  he  “ always  con¬ 
templated  leading  into  them  small  agricultural  tube  drains.” 

3rdly.  “  The  present  sewers,”  Mr.  Austin  states,  “  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  new  street,  would  enable  the  subsoil  water  to  be  drained  to  a  depth,  at 
the  east  end,  of  12  feet  below  the  surface  of  the  intended  roadway,  of  11  feet 
6  inches  in  the  centre,  and  of  13  feet  at  the  west  end  of  the  street.” 

4thly.  “  These  depths”’  he  supposes,  “  would  be  sufficient  for  the  foundations 
of  the  houses,  and  he  doubts  the  policy  of  carrying  them  lower  in  such  a 
district ;  but  if  it  should  be  necessary,  either  in  the  new  street  or  in  other 
portions  of  the  district,  to  drain  the  subsoil  below  these  levels,  a  very  trifling 
additional  cost  would  lead  a  main  permeable  agricultural  drain  to  lower 
points  without  the  necessity  of  the  huge  brick  construction  contemplated.’ 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen,  the  whole  of  the  four  propositions  thus  taken  from 
Mr.  Austin’s  Report  to  you  of  the  13th  instant,  form  one  mass  of  engineering 
blunders. 

No.  1, — Requires  the  subsoil  water  to  be  drained  into  the  existing  sewers; 
whereas  the  subsoil  water  is  already  drained  to  the  lowest  depth  to  which  it 
can  be  reduced  by  them ;  such  subsoil  water  now  constantly  standing,  in  fine 
weather,  on  a  level  with  the  bottom  of  such  existing  sewers  which  cross  the 
new  street,  that  is  about  seven  feet  below  Trinity  datum. 

No.  2, — Requires  the  subsoil  to  be  drained  upwards ,  through  small  agricultural 
tube  drains,  to  get  into  the  existing  sewers  of  the  district  as  much  as  four  or 
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five  feet,  that  being  the  depth  below  these  existing  sewers,  required  by  the 
Westminster  Improvement  Commissioners  for  their  foundations. 

No.  3, — Omits  all  calculation  for  back  water,  which  would  reduce  his  stated 
depth  of  drainage  at  least  two  or  three  feet. 


And  No.  4, — Suggests  the  possibility  of  “leading  a  main  permeable  agricul¬ 
tural  drain  down  to  lower  points,”  evidently  without  an  outfall. 

This  is  the  “  efficient  and  economical  subsoil  drainage’’  your  Consulting 
Engineer  proposes  “  immediately  to  execute,  at  the  expense  of  the  Westminster 
Improvement  Commissioners,  at  a  cost  scarcely  exceeding  £1,000.” 


The  existing  sewers 
plish  by  his  plan. 


already  do  all  that  your  Consulting  Engineer  could  accom- 
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I  have  the  honor  to  be, 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

Your  most  obedient  Servant, 


EDWARD  GOTTO. 


